SCHOOL OF PLOTINUS 


A List of the Ancient Commentaries on Plato 

compiled by L.K.M. Maisel 


This does not include all sets of scholia, but only those which have philosophical contents (i.e. 
provide more than historical, mythographical, lexical and grammatical information). 
Commentaries only known through fragments preserved in other works are not listed, and the 
focus generally is on late antique Platonism. For reasons of my own ignorance, I have limited 
myself to Greek texts, and a very few Latin ones, setting aside the important Armenian, Syriac 
and Arabic sources. 

Contents: Introductions - First part of the Iamblichean curriculum - Second part of the 
Iamblichean curriculum - Outside the Iamblichean curriculum - Terminology. 


-Introductions- 

Introduction to Philosophy: Ammonius 1 , [Cassiodorus 2 ,] [Olympiodorus 3 ,] Elias 4 , [Ps-ED“ 4 ,] 
David 4 


Introductions to Philosophy were an important component of 6th-century Platonic teaching, but may have 
been a late addition, as all known examples seem to be inspired directly or indirectly by Ammonius. After 
them, beginners would study Aristotelian philosophy, starting with (introductions to logic,) Porphyry’s 
Isagoge, and Aristotle’s works on logic. Other parts of the “curriculum” observed by late ancient 
Platonists were not necessarily less vital, but more loosely connected to this sequence. 

(1) The first part of Ammonius’ commentary on Porphyry’s Isagoge. 

(2) Cassiodorus gives the barest outlines of an Introduction to Philosophy in Institutiones 2.3.1-7. 

(3) Olympiodorus’ Introduction to Logic (which precedes his commentary on Aristotle’s Categories ) has 
some features of an Introduction to Philosophy. (See next note.) 

(4) Elias, David, and a third author who has been wrongly identified with both (hence Pseudo-Elias and 
Pseudo-David, or, with H.J. Blumenthal, Ps-ED for short), all wrote commentaries on Porphyry’s Isagoge 
which are preceded by Introductions to Philosophy, treated either as the first part or a separate work. 
Those of Elias and David have been translated into English together with Olympiodorus’ Introduction to 
Logic by Sebastian Gertz. Ps-ED’s work is truncated at the beginning but there is still a significant section 
(8-23) devoted to introducing philosophy. 

Incidentally, I agree with H.J. Blumenthal, “Three Neoplatonic Introductions to Philosophy”, 
Hermathena 149, that Elias and David seem to be pagans. (Although I am not convinced that their 
“Christian” names are spurious.) 

Introduction to Platonic Philosophy: Anonymous 1 

(1) The Anonymous Prolegomena to Platonic Philosophy. Texts like this may have been used in the 
transition from Aristotle (the “outer sanctum”) to Plato (the "inner sanctum”). 

Life of Plato: Olympiodorus 1 

(1) Olympiodorus’ commentary on the Alcibiades begins with a biography of Plato. There are two earlier 
such pieces, one in Diogenes Laertius’s Lives and Opinions of Eminent Philosophers, the other in 
Apuleius’ On Plato and His Doctrine. 
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-First part of the Iamblichean curriculum- 

Alcibiades (103a-135e): Proclus 1 (-116b), Olympiodorus 01 , scholia vetera 2 

(1) There are a few fragments from the latter portion of Proclus’ commentary, but some (taken from the 
scholia vetera) are only ascribed to Proclus as a best guess. 

(2) The scholia vetera are based on Proclus (including the best-guess fragments mentioned in n. 1) and 
Olympiodorus, with no additional philosophical material (I believe). 

Gorgias (447a-527e): Olympiodorus 01 , scholia vetera 1 , Arethas scholia 1 

(1) The scholia are based on Olympiodorus and another source of philosophical material, thought to be 
Proclus’ lost commentary. 

Phaedo (57a-118a): Damascius 01 A (61e-), Damascius 00 B (69e-), Olympiodorus 01 (61c9-79e8), 
scholia vetera 1 

L.G. Westerink explains the nature of the commentaries as follows: Olympiodorus In Phaed. was once 
complete but the beginning and ending are lost; in the manuscript, this is then followed in the manuscript 
by Damascius A, whose beginning is lost but which once covered the complete dialogue (69e-72e is in 
fact covered twice, because a partial commentary written by Damascius himself is inserted after the 
lecture notes on this section); Damascius B probably never covered anything before 69e, and is based on 
a separate lecture series given by Damascius. 

(1) The philosophical scholia is based on Olymiodorus (and Damascius?), with no additional source (I 
think). 

Cratylus (383a-440e): Proclus 1 (-407c2) 

(1) This commentary is not extant in its original form, but in the shape of excerpts and paraphrases by the 
excerptor. It breaks off mid-sentence in the last lemmatized comment. 

Theaetetus (142a-210d): Anonymous 1 (142c-158a2), scholia vetera 2 , Arethas scholia 2 

(1) Preserved in fragmentary papyrus; the extant portion also has internal gaps. 

(2) The scholia are thought to draw on a lost commentary by Proclus. 

Sophist (216a-268d): scholia vetera 1 , Arethas scholia 1 

(1) The scholia are thought to draw on a lost commentary by Proclus. 

Statesman: — 

Phaedrus: (Syrianus 01 =) Hermias 1 , scholia vetera 2 

(1) Hermias is technically recording oral exegesis of Syrianus, but he has reworked his lecture notes into 
a full commentary. 

(2) The scholia vetera are in large part based on Hermias. 

Symposium: — 

Philebus: Damascius 01 


-Second part of the Iamblichean curriculum- 

Timaeus (17a-92c): Proclus (-44d), Calcidius 1 (31c-53c), scholia vetera 2 
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(1) The only extant commentary on Plato which is completely outside the late ancient mainstream that 
follows Plotinus. It consists of a Latin translation which (deliberately) leaves out 17a-31b and ends at 
53c, plus 13 discursive exegetical essays, divided into two blocks (31c-39e and essays 1-6; 39e-53c and 
essays 7-13). There is no evidence that the rest of the translation or commentary (another 14 essays were 
planned) were ever written. An earlier Latin translation was made by Cicero (27d-47b, with some gaps). 

(2) The scholia vetera draw on Proclus, but break off before they would come to the lost part of Proclus’ 
commentary. 

Parmenides (126a-166c): Anonymous 1 (137c-143a), Proclus 2 (-142a), Damascius 3 (142b- 
end) 


(1) Preserved in fragmentary papyrus; the extant portion also has internal gaps. 

(2) The Greek text is only extant up to 141el0, but Moerbeke’s medieval Latin translation preserves a 
few additional pages. 

(3) Not a lemmatized commentary, but organized as a series of questions and answers. 


-Outside the Iamblichean curriculum- 

Republic: Proclus 1 , scholia vetera 2 

(1) Not a lemmatized commentary, but organized as 17 essays, of which the end of Essay 1, the entirety 
of Essay 2 and the beginning of Essay 3 are lost. 

(2) based on Proclus’ commentary, but lemmatized, including some slight remains of the lost essay 2; and 
on another commentary later than Proclus. 

Laws: scholia vetera 1 

(1) The scholia are thought to draw on a lost commentary by Proclus. 


-T erminology- 

Scholia vetera (“ancient scholia”) is a generic term used to distinguish scholia from the ancient 
period from later (Byzantine/medieval) ones. How accurate such distinctions are varies wildly, 
but in Plato’s, it is mainly used to distinguish early anonymous scholia from those compiled by 
the 10 th -century scholar Arethas of Caesarea. 

When there is no indication of how much of the dialogue a commentary covers, it is extant in 
full and treats the entirety of the text. Scholia can generally be assumed to be very spotty in 
their coverage. Numbers like 126a refer to the “Stephanus pages”, the standardized division of 
the Platonic corpus. Note that these are not a continuous series, but start over three times, since 
they are based a three-volume edition. E.g. the Theatetus (from vol. 1 of the original Stephanus 
edition) goes from 142a-210d, and the Parmenides (from vol. 3) goes from 126a-166c. 

A superscript Alpha (“) indicates that the commentary is apo phones , that is, delivered orally 
by the “author” and written down by a student. I have not looked into this issue much yet, so 
where I have or have not placed an Alpha will not be very reliable. 

A lemmatized commentary quotes parts of the commentary in sequence and explains them, as 
opposed to a more discursive style with an independent structure. 
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